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Abstract : The avcraging that we have used in cstimation of visual evoked potentials needs to record many times of

single-trial evoked potentials. In this paper.

we propozed Prony method as a post-processor of the averaging to offer higher

SNR. Prony method has applied to noisy signal such as VEP to estimate exponential function. We proved that usage of Prony
method as a post-processor rises the quality of signal and reduces the number of single-trial evoked potential records through
simulation with various noisy signal and experiment against real VEP.

Key words : Evoked potential.
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